
Before the Board of Zoning Adjustment, D. C. 

PUBLIC HEARINE-December 16, 1% 
& d f  

Appeal #8028 Loui Levy, e t  al. appellants. 

The Zoning Administrqtor Dis t r ic t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seoonded and carried with Mr. Clouser and Mr. Davia 
dissenting, the following Order was entered on December 22, 1* 

I-// 
mmD: 

That the appeal f o r  a variance from Section 7204.1 of the Zoning 
Regulations t o  permit parking spaces less than 19 fee t  in length; fo r  waiver 
of requirements of Section 7205.12 (b) of the  Zoning Regulations t o  p e d t  
parking spaces l e s s  than three f ee t  from the building b, and t o  u t i l i z e  the 
off-street pa&ing space a i s l e  f o r  loading berth purposes a t  3218 Wisconsin 
Avenue, NOWo, l o t  812, s Ware 1920, be denied. 

Wan the records and the evidence adduced a t  t he  hearing, the Board finds 
the  following facts:  

(1) Appellant's l o t  has a width of 50 fee t  on Wisconsin Avenue, a depth 
of 164 fee t  t o  a 20 foot wide public a l l e y  in the rear. The lot containa 
an area of 8200 square f e d  of land. 

(2) Appellant proposps t o  e rec t  a tenpstorg apartment building on the 
s i te .  The proposed building w i l l  contain 40 difficiency apartment uni ts  and 
19 one bedroom units f o r  a totaJ. of 59. It is  proposed tha t  a l l  units in 
the building w i l l  be furnished, appellant contending tha t  there i s  a strong 
demand fo r  t h i s  type of unit in the proposed located. 

(3) Off-street parking w i l l  be more than adequate t o  meet the needs of 
the occupancys of the  building, appellant contending tha t  efficiency uni t s  
generate l e s s  parking demand than the normal type of apartment unit. 
Appellant will provide twenty off-street parking spaces. 

(4) Appellant 8s parking spaces w i l l  be 18 fee t  i n  length i n  place of the 
19 fee t  required under the Zoning Regulations. Further, the parking will elttend 
to the  property l ines  and f'urther, t he  off-street loading berth must be located 
within the parking ais le .  Appellant s t a t e s  tha t  there is no r e a l  need for  a 
loading berth due t o  the  type of occupancy in the  building as  they will not 
require moving of furniture i n  and out. 

(5) Appellant's exhibit giving a survey of ava i lab i l i ty  of ywkix i n  
the neighborhood and need f o r  off-street parking. This exhibit intends t o  
establish t h a t  t he  parking r e l i e f  sought by appellcanta i s  compatable t o  the 
neighborhood. 

(6) Appellant's exhibi t  showing the extend t o  which compact cars rent  spaces 
in apartments of t h i s  type thus reducing t h e  need f o r  the  s i z e  of parking spaces 
f r a  the  19 f e e t  required under the Zoning Repllatioas. 

(7) Appellant's exhibit  showing I4 foot aisle and two rows of parking 
spaces 18 f e e t  i n  depth. Appellant s t a t e s  it i s  not possible t o  provide f o r  t h e  
three foot setback f ran  the property l ines  t o  provide 19 f e e t  parking spaces. 




